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“BRED TO STERNER THINGS THAN TRIUMPH” 


the Amendment in two weeks, enheartened us. 
The failure of the Amendment in 8 states 
since January has not daunted us. 

We are not accustomed to easy victories. This April 
marked the thirtieth anniversary of the founding of 
the Child Labor Committee. The road has led uphill 
all the way, but progress has been steady. 

The opening blast of the opposition was launched 
on December 28 when Nicholas Murray Butler, in a 
letter to the New York Times, appealed to the Sen- 
tinels of the Republic, the Crusaders and “all those 
men and women who worked so hard and so success- 
fully to repeal the Eighteenth Amendment” to join in 
the task of defeating the Child Labor Amendment. 

The response to Dr. Butler's appeal was immediate 
and in January organization of the “National Com- 
mittee for the Protection of Child, Family, School and 
Church” was announced. Supported by a press al- 
ready hostile to the Amend- 
ment because of its alleged 
possible effect upon the em- 
ployment of newsboys, the 
misleading arguments of the 
opposition gained steadily. 
The proponents of the 


Te victory of December, when 5 states ratified 





SUFFER LITTLE CHILDREN 





stated that “Archbishop McNicholas had requested 
Rt. Rev. Msgr. Peter E. Blessing, D.D., Administrator 
of the Providence Diocese, to do all he could to pre- 
vent ratification of the Amendment.” In New York no 
hearing was held because Mr. Tobin, Secretary of the 
New York State Catholic Council, insisted upon post- 
ponement to April 18 of the hearing tentatively set for 
April 11. The Legislature was scheduled to adjourn on 
the 20th and the proponents of the Amendment con- 
sidered it futile to have a hearing two days before ad- 
journment. 

The second source of opposition is that of the news- 
papers mentioned elsewhere in this issue. The third 
source is legalistic, and is represented by Nicholas 
Murray Butler, Alfred E. Smith, William D. Guthrie 
and others. Their argument hinges upon a legally 
meaningless definition of “labor.” They also draw a 
specious comparison between the Child Labor and 
Eighteenth Amendments in terms of costliness, unen- 
forceability, and invasion of 
individual rights. 

The cowardly strangula- 
tion of the measure in the 
Senate Judiciary Committee 
in New York, despite the as- 
surance of support from cer- 





Amendment were forced 
into a defensive position and 
obliged to answer seriously 
arguments so absurd that 
they would have been ig- 
nored except for the wide- 
. spread publicity given them. 
In general, opposition to 
the Amendment comes from 
three sources. First, from cer- 
tain Catholic groups. In 
Massachusetts, whereathree- 
day hearing was held, Father 
Corrigan spoke against the 
Amendment stating that he 
came as a representative of 
Cardinal O’Connell. At the 
Rhode Island hearing, ac- 
cording to the Providence 


Journal, ex-Mayor Gainer Courtesy of N. Y. World-Telegram 





STOP? 
WE CAN'T HAVE 


CHILDREN 
IN jane 





tain Committee members, 
and the killing of Assembly 
bills earlier in the session 
without notice of this action 
being given, has crystallized 
the determination of the civ- 
ic groups working for the 
Amendment to force a show- 
down in 1935. In most states 
where the Amendment failed 
this winter the measure was 
killed in Committee. 
Despite the handicap of a 
hostile press and widespread 
misunderstanding and prej- 
udice, we belie.e that pub- 
lic sentiment is strong for 
the Amendment and that ul- 
timately it will be ratified. 
The fight will go on! 
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WHEN LAWYERS DISAGREE 


ECHNICAL and legalistic objections to the Child 

Labor Amendment have been coming to the fore 
as the validity of other objections has been effectively 
disproved. 

Following the issuance in April of a strong state- 
ment in behalf of the Amendment by a group of prom- 
inent New York lawyers, an answering brief was 
drawn up by the New York State Committee Oppos- 
in'g Ratification of the Amendment. This was followed 
by a legal argument for the Amendment by Professor 
Joseph P. Chamberlain, Professor of Public Law at 
Columbia University, Charles C. Burlingham, former 
President of the Bar Association of the City of New 
York, Herman A. Gray, Professor of Law at New York 
University Law School, and W. W. Gardner, Assistant 
in the Legislative Drafting Research Fund of Colum- 
bia University. 

This brief argues that the proposed Child Labor 
Amendment is still open for ratification. 

It discusses the scope of power granted under the 
Amendment, setting forth the necessity for general 
language, and the legal meaning of the words /abor, 
regulate and prohibit.as construed by the courts. It 
refutes the suggestion that Congress uses its powers 
to the fullest extent, and further develops the point 
that representative government implies discretion in 
the law-makers and that legislative power is limited 
by due process of judicial review. 

The brief denies that the Child Labor Amendment 
is comparable to the Eighteenth Amendment, and 
analyzes various extreme objections which have been 
raised, including the charges that the Amendment 
would result in destruction of our republican form 
of government, in nullification of the Fourth Amend- 
ment, compulsory military service of youth, or “‘na- 
tionalization” of children. 

Copies of the statement by lawyers and the legal brief 
may be secured from the National Child Labor Committee. 
oes 2 

The Broome County CN. Y.) Bar Association stat- 
ing that the Amendment has caused ‘‘more discussion 
than any other bit of possible legislation this year,” 


voted to refer the question to the Committee on Judi- 
cial Law and Law Reform for study-and report. 
cs. * 


The Nevada Bar Association by a vote of 20 to 19 
voted to table a resolution opposing ratification. 


WHAT A REASON! 


HE Sentinels of the Republic have sent the fol- 
lowing letter to their members: 

“Since our last letter to Sentinels an Educational 
Campaign has been waged against the further rati- 
fication by states of the so-called Child Labor 
Amendment. This has resulted, since January 1, 1934, 
in preventing ratification in Texas, Massachusetts, 
Virginia, Kentucky, Mississippi and Kansas. . . 

“The question is now before the New York State 
Legislature and Judiciary Committee hearing is 
scheduled at Albany in April... 

“As President Roosevelt, Mrs. Roosevelt, Postmaster 
General Farley, Secretary of Labor Perkins and Governor 


Lehman are working for ratification, the necessity for 
active opposition is apparent. . . .” 


YOUTH AGAINST CHILD LABOR 


SPONTANEOUS movement to obtain ratifica- 

tion of the Amendment on the part of a number 
of youth organizations has resulted in the formation 
of the New York State Youth Committee Against 
Child Labor, with headquarters at 112 East 19th 
Street, New York City. “It is youth that is directly 
concerned in this matter,” states a letter sent out by 
the Chairman, Murray Plavner. “The future welfare 
of youth is involved. We can no longer tolerate a state 
of affairs which prevents children from obtaining ade- 
quate education and recreation.” An Advisory Council 
comprising a number of prominent men and women 
has been announced, and a preliminary meeting has 
been held, looking toward a state-wide conference to 
which all youth groups “except those of Communist 
affiliations” are invited. : 

At Columbia University a group of campus organi- 
zations have affiliated with the Youth Committee, and 
the student paper Columbia Spectator has denounced 
the opposition of President Butler to the Amendment. 


MR. MORIARTY ON AMENDMENT 


“I am a Catholic, but as President of your organi- 
zation, I must tell you all that happens. Following a 
conference previous to legislative action on the Child 
Labor Amendment, Cardinal O’Connell assured me, 
and I can prove it, that he would make no public utter- 
ance for or against the Child Labor Amendment. I 


. respect the cloth, and I am no radical, but I take my 


religion from the church and my economic education 
from the American Federation of Labor.” 


—James T. Moriarty President Mass. Federation of 
Labor, (Brockton Enterprise G Times, March 29) 
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A FEW THOUGHTS ON NEWSPAPERS 


Bl cen has been an organized campaign on the 
part of newspapers to defeat the Child Labor 
Amendment. This opposition has arisen since the 
attempt of the National Child Labor Committee to 
secure reasonable regulation of newsboy work under 
the newspaper code. Our attitude on the code pro- 
visions was flagrantly misrepresented and a vicious 
campaign against the Amendment ensued. 

Resolutions against the Amendment by various 
Publishers’ and Circulation Managers’ Associations; 
a barrage of editorial criticism, even on the part of 
papers which formerly favored the Amendment; bias 
in the handling of news items; series of special feature 
articles lauding the newsboy and opposing the Amend- 
ment; full-page advertisements along the same line; 
charges of misrepresentation made against the Child 
Labor Committee and failure to print our denial—all 
these have characterized the newspaper fight against 
the Amendment during the past few months. 


There are exceptions. The Scripps-Howard and 
Hearst papers have continued their support of the 
Amendment. The Daily News and the Evening Post 
in New York City, the Lexington (Ky.) Herald and 
the St. Louis Post Dispatch have waged a vigorous 
fight. The Capper papers, the Emporia Gazette, the 
Watertown (N.Y.) Times, the Brooklyn Daily Eagle 
are likewise among those standing for ratification. 


The full story must some day be told but in the 
meantime we pass on a few of the highlights. 


One-Sided Consideration 


Learning that the Amendment was to be discussed at 
the Annual Convention of the American Newspaper 
Publishers’ Association, the National Child Labor 
Committee requested ten minutes in which to present 
its attitude on newsboys and the Amendment. The re- 


_ quest was ignored. According to the New York Post, 


the Amendment was considered in a closed session 
and no one spoke in its behalf. 


A Privileged Group 


The work of newsboys, according to the press, is 
about the most healthful and helpful work that can be 
found for boys and the welfare of young carriers is a 
chief concern of newspapers. 

Nevertheless, at a meeting of the Central State 
Circulation Managers’ Association, it was pointed 
out that Circulation Departments should be extremely 
careful to do nothing that would indicate that the car- 
rier was an employee of the paper. The chief reason 
for this “care” was to prevent the newspaper from 
being liable under the Workmen’s Compensation Law 
for injuries to carriers. 


“Whether the newspaper is liable for injuries to the 
carrier depends upon whether the carrier is an employee 





of the newspaper or whether he is an independent mer- 
chant. If the former, then the newspaper is liable for 
injuries to the carrier while in the course of his employ- 
ment, if the latter, then there is no liability and the 
independent merchant pays for his injuries and injuries 
to others through his own negligence.” 

The papers apparently want the privilege of em- 
ploying children of any age—and likewise the privi- 
lege of not being responsible in case of injuries 
incurred during such employment. 


Why the Papers Want This Privilege 


During one month three clippings came to our desk. 


A Newsie Killed. Struck by a truck at 6:45 on Christ- 
mas morning, this lad, who had passed his thirteenth birth- 
day only two days before, died on the way to the hospital. 
“Stop lights are not in operation at that time in the morn- 
ing.” —Reported in Topeka, Kans., Journal, Dec. 25, 1933. 

Newsboy Injured in Collision. The leg of this 13- 
year-old boy was fractured when he was knocked from the 
running board of an automobile on which he was riding.— 
Reported in San Francisco, Cal., Examiner, Dec. 27, 1933. 

Newsboy Hit by Auto. This 12-year-old boy was 
knocked down in the business section of the city on a Satur- 
day afternoon, but was reported not seriously injured.— 
Reported in Corsicana, Tex., Sun, Dec. 18, 1933. 


On Their Own Initiative? 


Carrier boys of the Hornell CN. Y.) Tribune-Times 
“through the medium of a form letter being distrib- 
uted to each of their customers, are asking for the sup- 
port of their patrons in opposing the passage of the 
proposed Child Labor Amendment. ... 

‘Feeling that passage of such an Amendment would 
eliminate their earning capacity, those who are em- 
ployed in various capacities, particularly newspaper 
carrier boys, list five reasons for opposition to the pro- 
posed Amendment. 

“Requesting the support of their customers in their 
fight, Tribune-Times newsboys are asking that their 
patrons write a letter to Governor Lehman advocat- 
ing defeat of the Child Labor Amendment. Such let- 
ters will be collected from their customers by the 
carrier boys on Saturday.” 


Do They Really Believe It? 


“You people of New England, you fathers and 
mothers of children not yet 18, your representatives 
who voted against the ‘“Child-Labor” Amendment 
voted for the United States as against Moscow, voted 
for you as against Stalin, voted to keep the God- 
mocking crew of Communism out of your home and 
away from your children.” 

—Boston Traveler, Mar. 23, 1934 


“Such [proponents of the Amendment}, had they 
been able to exert their influence a century ago, would 
have wrested from the sturdy arms of young Abraham 
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Lincoln the axe with which he cleared the forest and 
built his cabin home. They would have taken young 
Al Smith from gainful employment wherein he learned 
those lessons that made him great, and turned him 
into a street-corner loafer.” 

—Mt. Vernon (N. Y.) Argus, Jan. 17, 1934 


“How many people know that the children of 
America under the age of 18 years face the imminent 
threat of being legislated into idleness and bondage?” 

—Poughkeepsie CN. Y.) Star, Jan. 16, 1934 


“Sons . . . could be forbidden to milk cows on the 
farm, to cut or even to carry into the kitchen firewood, 
to trim the apple trees or to hoe and weed the garden.” 

—Schenectady (N. Y.) Gazette, Mar. 5, 1934 


“If the Amendment is ratified . . . the Federal Gov- 
ernment stepfathers and stepmothers will tell them 
{ parents} how to bring up their children; organized 
labor will see to it that no person is allowed to earn a 
dollar or learn a trade until after the age of 18, and 
politicians will have more control over the family than 
the parents.” 

—Torrington CConn.) Register, Mar. 13, 1934 


Editor & Publisher 


Refreshing in this avalanche of newspaper criticism 
is the attitude of Editor & Publisher, which comments 
editorially CApril 21): 

“We have believed that organized campaigning against 
a proposed constitutional Child Labor Amendment, on 
the ground that it would embarrass Circulation Depart- 
ments, was a mistake. We have deplored organized proga- 
ganda which seemed to rest upon a misconception of the 
facts as well as the purpose of the proposed Amendment. 
If anyone doubts the welfare work of peornepets among 
circulators let him view the welfare exhibit at the Waldorf 
next week. It is of high order. But that is not in question. 
It is not to be rationally believed that Congress could ever 
make an 18-year rule apply to news-carriers. The fight on 


the Amendment by organized journalism has mystified 
us and has seemed to be a misdirected organization of 
effort.” 


TENEMENT HOME WORK STUDY 


N connection with a recent re-hearing on the code 

for the artificial flower and feather industry, at 
which the manufacturers sought to obtain an exten- 
sion of the time during which tenement home work 
is allowed (due to expire May 1), the National Child 
Labor Committee submitted preliminary findings of 
an investigation it has been conducting of conditions 
among tenement home workers in the industry in 
New York City. The full report, which covers some 
1300 cases, is not yet complete, but the familiar evils 
of sub-minimum pay, child labor, and endless hours 
of work, are no less evident than in previous studies. 


THE SUGAR BILL 


HE Jones-Costigan bill making sugar a basic com- 

modity subject to a processing tax and therefore 
under the control of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Administration, has passed both Houses of Congress 
with amendments. The final terms of the bill contain 
provisions for the “‘limitation and regulation” of child 
labor in the sugar beet fields and for establishing 
minimum wage rates for sugar beet workers. 


KANSAS CITY MEETING 

HE Child Labor Amendment will be discussed at 

a luncheon meeting of the National Child Labor 
Committee in Kansas City, Missouri, May 23. The 
speakers will be Douglas P. Falconer, General Secre- 
tary of the Brooklyn Bureau of Charities and Mts. 
George H. Hoxie, Regional Director of the National 
League of Women Voters. Tickets may be secured at 
the National Conference of Social Work Headquar- 
ters, Ararat Temple. 





Another Hit-and-Run Affair 

















Courtesy of N. Y. Daily News 





In New York, as in other states this winter, the Child 
Labor Amendment has been cowardly strangled in Com- 
mittee, and the legislators o.ce more have escaped the neces- 
sity of voting upon it. 

Despite this temporary setback, the National Child Labor 
Committee will continue to fight for ratification of the 
Amendment. 


The misleading propaganda of the opposition must be 
answered. We need funds for literature, postage and organ- 
ization work. 


Won’t you help in this fight? 


HELP US WIN! 


MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO 
National Child Labor Committee 
419 Fourth Avenue, New York City 
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